Bracciolini. Most important, movements are the work of a 'body of persons', and the protagonists of the Renaissance soon acquired a special name: humanists, who were, in contemporary parlance, not lovers of humanity or devotees of man rather than God but simply teachers or students of the humanities (known from the fourteenth century as the studia humanitatis), or, in modern terms, the classics.
Gombrich was famously anti-Burckhardtian and anti-Hegelian (he brilliantly identified Hegel's spirit of the age as the source of Burckhardt's renowned dictum, 'Every period of civilization which forms a complete and consistent whole manifests itself not only in political life, in religion, art and science, but also sets its characteristic stamp on social life'),
2 and yet Gombrich's definition retains one essential Burckhardtian feature: its tendency to homogenise. To interpret the Renaissance as a movement is to highlight its coherence. This is clear, for example, in an excellent short treatment of the Renaissance by Peter Burke, first published in 1987:
In this essay, the Renaissance has been defined rather more narrowly than it was by Burckhardt. It has been considered, to use Gombrich's useful distinction, as a 'movement' rather than as a 'period'. Even as a movement, it has been circumscribed fairly tightly, with an emphasis . . . on the attempt to revive antiquity, rather than on the other kinds of cultural change to which Burckhardt and many other historians have drawn attention. It would be unfair to suggest that Burke overlooks the movement's diversity: 'the revival of antiquity did not have the same meaning for every social group. It meant something different in Florence, Rome, Venice and so on.' 4 Nevertheless, portraying the Renaissance as a movement inevitably involves accenting similarity rather than difference: like a Burckhardtian period with its characteristic spirit of the age, a movement-to be recognisable-has to have some kind of coherence. Indeed, for Burke, the Renaissance ceased to exist when the movement disintegrated:
End is too sharp, too decisive a word. A better term, because it is a more precise one, might be 'disintegration'. The point is that what began as a movement of a few people with clear aims gradually lost its unity as it
